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STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 



HEA 1427 Requires SBOE To Adopt “College and 
Career Readiness Standards” 

• State Board of Education required to perform a “comprehensive 
evaluation of the common core standards” 

 

• State Board of Education required to “adopt college and career 
readiness educational standards” by July 1, 2014. 

 

• “The educational standards must meet national and international 
benchmarks for college and career readiness standards and be aligned 
with postsecondary educational expectations. The state board shall 
implement educational standards that use the common core standards 
as the base model for academic standards to the extent necessary to 
comply with federal standards to receive a flexibility waiver under 20 
U.S.C. 7861.” 

 



Evaluation Project Plan Overview: 2014  

Task 

3 - 9 Feb 10 - 16 Feb 17 - 23 Feb 24 Feb - 2 Mar 3 - 9 Mar 10 - 16 Mar 17 - 23 Mar 24 - 30 Mar 31 Mar - 6 Apr 7 - 13 Apr 

Orientation & Training 3 FEB                   

EVAL. PAN.: Individual eval. 4 - 11 FEB                 

EVAL. PAN.: On-site Reconcil.   13 - 14 FEB                 

Public eReview of Draft     19 FEB - 12 MAR         

Public Hearings       24 - 26 FEB             

National Expert Reviews     20 - 28 FEB   14 - 21 MAR       

Articulation         3 - 24 MAR     

EVAL. PAN.: Individual Review           14 - 18 MAR       

EVAL. PAN.: On-site Reconcil.             19 - 20 MAR       

CCR PAN.: Individual Review             20 - 24 MAR     

CCR PAN.:  On-site Reconcil.               24 MAR     

Architecture           14-26 MAR     

Final Review               25-30 MAR     

Ed Roundtable Review/Update     20 FEB         31 MAR   

SBOE Meeting 6 FEB         12 MAR       9 APR 



Since We Were Last Together 

 

•Evaluation Panel Together March 12th & 13th 

 
•Online Feedback 
•Public Hearing Feedback 
•Articulation & Integration 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 



Since We Were Last Together 

 

 

• 2066 Public Comments Were Received 

 

 Standards too large in scope – 49 comments 

 Specific feedback on K-5 ELA – 783 comments 

 Specific feedback on K-5 Math – 483 comments 

 Specific feedback on 6-12 ELA – 94 comments 

 Specific feedback on 6-8 Math – 99 comments 

 Specific feedback on 9-12 Math – 91 comments 

 General overall comments – 467 comments 
 



Since We Were Last Together 

Feedback Received 

Analysis In Process 
 Dr. Sandra Stotsky (University of Arkansas)  

 Dr. James Milgram (Stanford University) * 

 Dr. James Davis (IU Bloomington) * 

 Dr. Shauna Findlay (Indiana ASCD) * 

 Ms. Janet Rummel (Indiana Network of Independent Schools) * 

 Ms. Kathleen Porter-Magee (Fordham Institute) * 

 Dr. Terrence Moore (Hillsdale College) * 

 Dr. Michael Cohen (Achieve) * 

 Professor Hung-Hsi Wu (UC Berkeley) * 
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Since We Were Last Together 

 

• Consolidation Work between March 13th and 
March 28th 

  Evaluation Team Feedback  

  Early Outside Analysis  

  Commission for Higher Education Participation 

 
• College and Career Ready Panel March 28th  
 



Between Now and Next Time 

 

• College and Career Ready Panel Reconvene 
  

  Last Submissions Outside Analysis  

  Commission for Higher Education Approval 

  

• Analysis Summary Work with Suije Shin, Assistant 
Director for the Center on Improvement on 
Assessment  & Standards 

 
• Continued work on Architecture 
 
 



Meanwhile… 

FINAL APPROVAL STEPS 

 

• LSA working on fiscal impact report required by statute 

• OMB report indicated the implementation cost differential between a 
consortium developed test and customized test is minimal. However, Indiana 
would have to invest, in addition to the budget appropriation for assessment 
of 30M, approximately $9M-10.5M to develop a customized assessment. 

 

 

 

 




